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EXHIBIT I

Sutro Tower
Discretionary Review Policy

SAN FRANCISCO

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

RESOLUTION NO. 1'399

WHEREAS, It has come to the attention of the City Planning CQlllniss;on
(he~einafter ·CommissionM

) that there is substantial public concern
sUM"'ounding the issue of electromagnetic radiation in San Francisco and~ more
specifically, that a locus ot this concern is the Mt. Sutro Television and
Radio Tower; and

WHEREAS, On March 10. 1966, the CorMIission passed Resolution No. 5967~

authorizing a Conditional Use pursuant to Application No. CU66.10 for a
(television and radio) "transmission tower ind bUilding- on the property
descr1bed as 250 Palo Alto Ayenue~ Lot 3 in Assessors BloCk Ho. 2724; and

WHEREAS. Said Resolution No. 5967 indicates that -(t)he apf)licant (will)
make the proposed tower avai llble for other broadcasters, present and future.
in c:onform;ty with a Federal Connuniciltions Commission requ1resnent to this
effect"; and

WHEREAS. Condition 2. of Resolution No. 5967 states -(0)n1y two new
structures. nMlely, a single transmitter tower and i buHding to house
incidental macninery~ shall be erected thereon, in general confonnity with the
plans and exhibits filed ~1t~ this application()-; a~d

WHEREAS, On December 9, 1987.t Plant BUilders, on behalf of Sutro Tower •
. Inc., ~ner, filed Building Pennit Application (hereinafter -SPA-) No. 8711463

for expansion of tile transmission building it the ~se of Sutro Tower, which
additi on was ·intended to "cOIIIIlodate tl'te transmi ss;on equ1pme"t for t-e more
television st.tfons {in addition to the nine stat;ons alr-.ady broadcasting
frem said tower}; and- ... .

WHEREAS. Upo~ co~s1de~~1=io!, ~f BPA_ ~o" 87.17463, the p.p.~rtme~t of City
Planning (hereinafter ·Depar~nt-) determined ~hat the "p,:"opose<l e~pans1on of
the transmission building constituted an addition not 1n general confonnity
with the plans and exhibits as established in Applicltion No. CU66.10. and
the~fore required ~ Conditional Use approvali and

WHEREAS, On June 16, 1988, the Ci ty Phn"i n9 Conmission conducted a du ly
noticed public hlaring on Conditional Use Application No. 88.313C which
application requ.sted "ex.pan$ion of an existing television t~ansmissfon

building and addition of antennae to the $utro Tower in a manner not
specifically authorized under tne conditional use for a television
tl"ansmiss ion building and antennl tower aoproved in 1966 by City Planning
Commission Resolution No. 5967 in In RH-l(O} {House. One-Family Detached
Dwelling) district()h; and

WHEREAS. Under the prO'lisions of City Pic:nning Cooe (hereinafter UCode")
Section 303. the Commission may authorize! conditional use only after holding
a duly noticed public hearing and maldn9 findings that the proposed US! ~i11

provide a development that is necessary or desira.ble for and compatible "it/'!
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the neighborhood Or the comnut\it.y, th~t (,11(''' lJ~e wlll not be detrlmental to
thf> ~alt". safety, conven1ence or genera) welfare or perSOIl) rt!~;din~
orworking i" the vicinity, 01'" injurlou~ to propcrty, improll'Qments or potent;~'

develop1llent in the vicinity ind thit such us~ w111 comp 1.1' w1th the app 11cabl@
prov1s1ons of the Code, and will not ddY~r)~'y .rre~t the Mast... Plan; and

WHE~E~, the conmiss1on recehed l conslderablt OIl..:lunt Qf tl:stilllunJ at
Slid pubH, hearing on Application No. 8S.313C which te~ttnlOn'y IoIU r.nd....d in
such 1 ",~y is to crnte in aura of c10uM "rid uncertainty as to ttle sahty 01'
exposure to electroma(jnet1c rad1lL ion; 4rJlJ

WHEREAS, Alc;o on JUM lb. 1~~!S. pursuant to the aforementioned ~ir1ng.

the ComI1ssion ildopL~d (nfjnu~ a written jraft motion SO i"dicating) by C1
~nlnillOU$ vote (with COnnIissioncrs tngmi"" ind "'right Ibs"nt) a motion of
;nUnt to disapprovp. Applir.i4t,nn No. ~~.31.3l. on the basis tnat, 1n ttle face of
test1110ny received n!Qartl ing ttn: poss;tlle health hazards resulting from
long·tem exposure to eltetromagnetic radhtion, it (t~e COlMIinion) rnuld
not • .,ith C1P.o1T r:nnt:c1ltnr.e. make the required C.ode Sectlon 303 finding that
tht: ,,~-= prupo:!lf:d therein would -I'IQt be detrimtnhl to th~ hc.lth, safety,
convenience or general wtlfart of persons r~sidin9 ~r wnrr1ng in th~ Y,clnit~·

anc. accordingly. continwed cons1deratlon of Ltn~ IIIGLLcr for ont week to .11ow
the Department time to prcp~rc the re~uisit. written =otion of di'lpp~oval; and

WHERE~" During the ;nterve"ing week, the i:lpplicant of ~plic~tion No.
8S.313C "'ithdre.... Si1d ~Hcltion. o~tenslbly to Ivo;1j the Cod'!.st1pulat.P.d
one-Yfar walt1ng pf!r1od for rupp11cat1on for d1sapproved cond1tionctl use (and
o~her) r~qutsts; and

WHt:ItEAS, ThiS w1thdn"a1 preempted the COlll1li~) ion frOlll cOIIplet1ng its
1ntended -.:t iOCl, rendered the issue of dinpproval a moot ,oi"t. and left the
Comnissiotl. ",itnout i vehil:l! for ~ writt-n ~rpr.~~;on 0 its concern over
this lIatter; and

WHfiEAS, Cond,tlon 4. ~f tne afQ~ement1oned Co~1ss1o" Reso'utfon No. 5961
15 ·F1na1 plans for the to-er 1m! .wi lding ShAll be prepared in consultetion
with the OepartNnt of· Public Wor:k~. and dur:jn9 th'! tl~e'pl,.,t.ion nf (aid plan!:
land~aping and s1te deve1 oPlent ~lans shall be s1.11crly prepared in
c.uIIsultation .ith t~ Department of C.Hy Planning_ All of the!Oc plans shall
be rev;ewe4 and lppro..,ed DV the iity P1anni~ Conm;ssion p,...,-,;;.-tn T.n-. fi' ing
nt any 6uilai'ii'gpermh !OD11Cat1on I" ~empnaslS .dded):

THEREFORE RF. 11 IUSOI nu, nut th1S Conrr.1ss1on do!s hereby el~ress 1ts
concern reqlrdillq t.il~ ;)4(1/:';] "onsiJerAt'on~ of elect,"o"'~g"etic radiation;

~D SE IT FUUHER RESOLVEO, That U.e COlTI'lIlssion finds that the pub'ic
necessity, con~en'."cc and genQu1 .... lhre rcq",;,.. thlt t~e Conmission adopt,
pursuant tr: thp Illnguage conU1neC1 in Cond1t1ol'l 4. Of Corrrn1ss1on Resolut1on
No. 5'67 as ft-'\ted aboY4!. t ~olicy of discret10fl,)ry review O'<tC" .. n.:r and all
building per1Jlit app1icltions "e9"rcHng t.n~ Siltro Jow~r, its transmissiM
eQu1Plllent b\l11d1ng or any other l:)drt u(i:~ sit~ (Lvt 3 in Assessor';, &'UI,.r.
27Z4) •
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(

1 hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the City
P1inning Commission an July 14. 1988.

Lori Yamauchi
Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Bierman. Boldridg!J Dick~ Engmann and Johnson

NOES: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Hu and Morales

ADOPTED: July 14 1 19a5

LJJ1/369
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EXHIBIT J

ATTACHMENT 2

(,

a. JlJlIOLU'l'IOB OJ' '!D CIn COVlfQU, QJ' TU
ern 01' ".'1 JIOLLftOOD CD.U'!DIfI D U~D%.
1'1 IIU.'I WORLD· UD 0'1'''' 01' 'l'D PLUHDJG
cmaa••lD11' 8 UPacrnL o~ COIJI)l':XDDL v••
~1IIUa' .1-17 OJI U un%~~%01f OJ' DMCY
P&ftI:UOIt J'Oa »AC'fEL CBLLVLP 'fO JlDJaT
aDDIT%OD.L aOOl'-'rO» ucaonn UI'!!!M1D1

UD czu,m.u AftDAI ~'1' P UD'BIT1m
caLLULU '1'BLEnoJm J"ACILI1"I Loca.'1'BD H",t lft'DLy BOVLE'IAIlD, nB'f mu,ftOOD.

The C1ty Council of th. City of W••t Hollywood doe. bereby
find, r ••olv., and order as follows:

batton 1, An application was filed bI Nancy Patterson
for PacTe cellular to permit ~. 1nstallat on at additiona~
roof-top antennas at an un8taffed cellular ~elephon. faCility
located a~ 8199 Beverly Boulevard.

1.c1jipn 2, A palic hearinq wa. called, noticed and
held anel the Plannin9 Commi••ion .pp;"ove4 the request at its
regul~ ••atin, of January 21, 19'3.

,actipn ~ Aft appeal of ~. Planninq Cc.aiS81oft's
CS.cis1on va. ltled by-Mary Worley and o~U'. due to h.alth
concerns. A public hearin9 w•• called, noticed and held and
the city council considered the appeal a~ its revular
...~in~. of April 11, 1"3 and June 3, 1993 •

.bCtJ.aD......L Pursuant t:o See:t1on '53'7 of the west
Holl~lpalCod., the City Council cannot &PPl:ova an
.ppllca~1an far a Con4itlonal V•• ,era1t unle•• ie finds,
uaon~ other things, dla~ the propo••" ue would not be
cl8U'1aeft'tal ~o t:Ila pul)lic health Dr satety. A~ ~he b.arin'i,
the COuncil h.ard considerable t.s~1mQIlY J:'llCJard1nq potam:ial
health risks at the proposed us.. 'l'beZ'.af~er, the council
found as fallows:

a. B••eel on ~e ~_'t1aoDY of Han Worlay aftd .w.itted
dOCWIents referencinG variw. stuale., ~. City C:mmcil
determined that the installation of additional roof-top
microwave antennas and cellular antenna. may ba .
detrimental to the public bealth and safety.

b. That evidence put forth by the applicant and others
,

\ .. ·CO.CASEFILE.CUP.Beverly.8199.reso.cc 1
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(

in .upport of the project was inconclusive because DP
G.tn~~~J!~_....!!..id~~c_ •..pr•••nta4 -eonc1ud..d t.hat the
proposed u._ of the property va. saf.. ". ' .._.._-- ...- --- ---" .. -- .__ .. ,-- ... -

$'~1Qn 5, B•••d on the tore90in". the C1t.y Counc11
;rant.. appeal and hereby denies conditional Usa Permit
J:2-17.

PASSED, APPROVED AHD ADOPTED ON THIS 6th DAY or Julv
1993. ----

RAYok •

·CO.CASEFILE.ettP.Bavarly.88I'.reso.cc

,

2
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STATE OF CALITORNIA »
COUNTY OF 1,OS ANGELES
CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD )

1: , MAllY !fiSOR, CITY CLERX OF THE CITY OF WEST
HOU,YWOOD, CALIFORNIA, DO HDDY CERn" that 'the fore'ilQinq
ReBolution No. 1160 was duly and r-wularly in~odueed,
approved and adopted by the city council of tbe C1ty of We.t
Hollywood at a reqular ••etin9 of said Counc1l held .~ the
reqular m••tin; place thereof on the 6th day of J~ly. 1993, by
the followinq vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

COUNCILMEMBERS :

COUNCILM£MBERS:

COUNCII..HEMBERS :

COUNCILMEMBERS:

lCORETS, LANe:, AND
MAYOR CUARRIELLO.

LAND AND HEILMAN.

NONE.

NONE.

(
WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL THIS 7TH DAY OF JULY, 1~13.
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U80LU'nO)t)tO. 1161

EXHIBIT K

(

& auOLV'lXc. 01' 'l'JII' C%ft cowotl. 07 UB
exn em watf BOI.LDOOD GaUI'l'DQ All Ul'zaIt
• ., DaY woar.D AIm Ot'UiIUI OJ' DJ: J'LaJbfD1G
OOKIalaIOIf'1~ OJ' COIIDI!'IODI. VI.
PZIHD 11-1., 011 U UnI~"ICDI OF BUlCY
'&ftDlOli roa l'acDL CBLLULU !'O VBUn'
aDDU%ODL aOOl'-t'OI' xxc:aawaq AlttZ••U
DD cm.LULaIt Aftl--" &~ AI( 1DI8~J:D
czu.m.u uunoD nc%L%ft J.oCJ.~ZI) &1'
1121 1.8ft" BOO'LBftJlD, nl'!' BDLLYWOOD.

~. C1~y Council'Of ~. City of w..~ Hollywood 40e. hereby
find, resolve, and oruer .s follows: .

~ An appliea~ion was filed by Nancy Patterson
for Pa42r~ular~o permit the in.~all.tlon of .dditional
roof-top antennas at an unataffed cellular telephone facility
located at 8221 Sun••t Bou~.vard.

.ection L A puJ:»11c hearinq was called, noticed and
held and the p1annin; Commi••ion approved the requ••t at ita
reCjJUlar •••tin; of F.bruary 11, 1'.3.. .

"otion:J Aft aw••l of tJae 'lanninv eo1lDd.s.ion' Ii
decision va. filed by~ Worley and others due to h.alth
concerna. A public hearin9 was called, noticed and held and
the City Council considered the app.al at ita re;ular
.ee~inqs ot April 1', 1"3 and June 3, 1"3.

"~1Rn~ ~uan~ ~o Section 1537 ot ~. W..t
Hollywoo Kwu,cipal Codel dle city council cannot approve an
.pp~lcatian rar • Ccmcl1t anal Us. I'erait unl••• it f1.ncls,
among ather th1ftcJ., that the proposed WI. would nat ba
deui1l8fttal to the public health or .~.q-. At the hear1nV,
the caunc1l hurd considerable t ••t.imony reqarding potential
health risks of the proposed us.. 'thereafter, t.be counoil
tound a. tallows:

a. Baaed Oft 1:be t ..d.aony of Han Worley .."'\4 aubait1;ed
documents reterencw various studies, the City council
determined that the lnatalla~ion of additional roof-top
.icrowave antenn.. and cellular antennas .ay be
detr1mental to tha ~11e h••lt;h and .afety.

IJ. That evidence put. forth by the applicant and others
(

..~.... ·CO.CAlEFZLE.CCP.Sunset.8228.appeal.r••o.cc 1
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in support of the project was inoonclusive because no
witness or Avid.nee presented concluded tha~ the
proposed use of the property was sate.

§'~iRn P, a••ed Oft the fore90inv, the C1tX council
qran~. £:. appeal and hereby denies Conditional 0•• Permit'.-lJ.

PASSED, DPROVED um ADOPTED ON THIS
1113.

~ DAY OF _J...U_l..y _

(
"

(

ATtZST:

·CO.CASEFILE.CUP.Sun••t.8221.appeal.reso.cc 2
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )
CITY or WEST HOLLYWOOD )

1: t MARY TYSON, CITY CLERJt OF TIlE CITY OF WBS'1'
HOLLYWOOD, CALIFOIUfIA, DO HDDY CER'1'IFY 1:hat the tore90in9
Resolution No. 1161 was duly and r.qularly introduced,
approved and adopted by the Ci~y Council of the Ci~ of W••t
HollywoOd at a Z"aqular ...tinq of .ald council held. Ai: 1:he
reqular •••i:inq place thereof on the 6~ clay ot 3uly, 1"3, by
the fol1owin9 vo~e:

AYIS: COUNCIUlEMBERS: KOR:!TZ, LANG, AND
MAYOR GUARRIELLO.

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

COtJNCILKEMBERS:

COUNCIlHEMBER.S:

COUNCILMEMBERS :

LAND Am) HEIt.KAH.

NONE.

NONE.

(
WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL 'l'H1S 7TH DAY OF JULY, 1993.

(
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1. Station Call Lcac:s: KBVU 2. SwioD Clus (AM. FM or TV): TV EX HI BIT L

3. Cityad State: EUREKA, CAL I FORN IA

•. Provide inf'onnatiQll 011 the specific ruJc(s) and/or~s) IJw dCIayed aAd)or pR'VCDtCd the
OODSUUc:ticmlopem.ica ofme staticll &eilitics described above. PI~ Attach a c.opy ofthe applicable "tate
or lccal ruJc(s) or reawation(s) to thi, sheet.

SEE ATIACHMENT

5. Describe~ effect ofthe lUk;(:a) or rquIarion($) dO your efforts to buiJ.t1 or improve stazioA flciJiDcs.

SEE ATTACHMENT

6. Station ContaCt Name: CHESTER SMITH
TeJcpbonc No.: 209 523-0777

...

Title: GENERAL PARTNER
FAX No.: 209 523-0898

(

w. had proposed • rtINI tower at: the antenna farm, where au existing TV stdons operata on
a remote mountain using a 5 kW UHF nnsmitter. but the Planning Commission unanimOUSly
denied our application fer a use permit since some 35 residents showed up to c:ornplE\ abOut
the radiation. tt was I"8ther interesting that when the Commission was asked by our
representative whether or not they would reconsider the application. provic*t that the FCC
approved 1M additi0n81 radiation from the antenna farm using the ANSI standaraa. they
rejected that possibility and stat8d it would make no difference. This waaappat8ntly because
a lady from a San Francisco environmentat group had testified before them that the ANSI
standards had been deviled by a "'ormer Nazi" and as such were meaningless.

5.

Subsequentfy. in order to save the permit for the station. we accepted a substandard tower
!hat was anady constructed with a kW transmitter to cover the city of Eureka with a city grade
coverage. Now in order for viewers to receive KBVU it is necessary to tum their antenna,
since we are out of synch wi1h the other stations.


